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PREFACE.

This work was begun as a treatise on Indirect Discourse in
Antiphon and Andocides; Lysias and Xenophon’s Anabasis
were added for comparison. The lists of verbs and the statistics
for ¢r¢ and @s clauses and Indirect Questions are exhaustive.

The remaining treatment is so nearly complete in the orators
that we trust the few omissions will not vitiate any of the con-
clusions drawn. It has not been deemed necessary to note facts
that present no peculiarity, such as the usual phenomena after
primary tenses, and the retention of the Optative and Indicative
with dv after secondary tenses. The Historical Presentis treated
as primary or secondary, at the option of the writer.

Covallin’s work on O. O. in Xenophon and other books ordered
were not procured in time for consultation. Goodwin’s Moods
and Tenses, Madvig’s Syntax, and Schanz’s Beitrige have given
valuable aid.

Since the completion of this treatise an article has appeared
in the (lassical Review, Vol. X1V., Nos. 5 and 7, by H. Darnley
Naylor, Ormund College, Melbourne University, entitled “On
the Optative and Graphic Constructions in Greek Subordinate
Clauses.” The interesting statement is made that interrogative
sentences dependent on a verb of knowing or perceiving are not
introduced by the simple interrogative pronoun =¢s.

182390



INTRODUCTION.

The parallel use of the Infinitive, the Participle, ért and s
with a finite verb in O. O., and the freedom with which the
Greek mind construed subordinate clauses from the time of
speaker or narrator gave vivacity to Greek style and a wide range
of phenomena to O. O. .

0. O. may be divided according to the character of the leading
verb into fhree classes : 1) Pure; 2) Partial; 3) Subjective.

1) PurE O. O.—The governing verb is one expressing thought
or wutterance.

2) PARTIAL O. O.—The governing verb states a fact involving or
implying thought or utterance.

3) SuBJECTIVE O. 0.—The governing verb does not imply or
state thought or utterance. The O. O. is shown by the
contexts, or by the mood of the dependent verb.

Again, O. O. may be divided without serious cross division
upon the principle of wvividness into a) vivid; &) less vivid;
¢) remote.

a) Vivip 0. 0.—Mood and tense are unchanged except where
the Infinitive is required. The exact words of the
speaker are quoted with slight variation.

b) Less Vivip O. O.—Tense is unchanged. The mood is
changed to Optative or Infinitive when required, accord-
ing to well-known rules. The O. O. is modeled after a
possible direct form.

¢) Rexore O. O.—The mood is unchanged. The O. O. is stated
from the time of the narrator, or without reference to
a direct form.

The Imperfect and Pluperfect sometimes represent the Present
and Perfect of a possible direct form. This occurs both in
leading and subordinate O. O. verbs. It is quite common
in leading clause after verbs of knowing and perceiving; rare
after verbs of seying. Ar. Vesp. 283.
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An Aorist Indicative may be retained according to the prin-
ciple of vividness or remoteness, since the view of the speaker and
of the narrator coincide with reference to the indefinite past.

The frequent failure to note the following fundamental prin-
ciple of Greek syntax has caused some error in the treatment of
0. 0.

As in Latin an ideal condition in a past connection takes the
Imperfect, so in Greek an anticipatory condition becomes Opta-
tive. The principle may be stated generally thus: 4 fufure
temporal or conditional relation dependent on and taking its time
from a past situation is written in the Optative. This includes
the well-known phenomenon of past general conditions; but
past situations may be particular as well as general. .

This principle and that of O. O. often coincide. In fact it
seems to be the more general, the genus to which O. O. may be
referred as a species. To attempt to read O. O. into sentences
where it prevails is often successful, though frequently unneces-
sary, and, sometimes, fraught with calamity See Lys. [3, 7],
Dem. [18, 32 ; 18, 145]. Dem. [18, 145] is treated by Goodwin,
Moods and Tenses, §696.

€ 000’ v anallayy gihizme ef p) Onfai ovs . . . . &yfpods
motjoete T3 wolet
Philip saw that he could neither end nor escape the war unless,
ete.”

Movjsste is the mood and tense required by the narrative and
is absolutely independent of what Philip saw.

This distinction between O. O. and the more general principle
will be useful in discussing partial O. O. where the Imperfect
and Pluperfect occur side by side with the Optative in what
seems a perfectly normal construction. See Thuc., 6, 29.

- Yy -~
¢ Eroipos v, ef piv todtwy Tt elpyasto, dlagy dodvuat, el &' aro-

Avlein, dpyeey.”’ . —Moods and Tenses, § 701.

This form of O. O. is not quotation, but representation. It
allows the subordinate clauses to be retained in the same mood and
tense, or to be stated in the past by the narrator. There is no
need to treat one conditional clause differently from anether in
the example quoted ; both are objective.
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A Present or Perfect Indicative in such a connection is regu-
larly retained or changed to Imperfect or Pluperfect respectively.
It may ke questioned whether weé ever have the Indicative
changed to Optative in such a connection. We find that rela-
tive sentences, because of their declarative nature, readily adapt
themselves to the narrator’s view and change the Present and
Perfect Indicative to Imperfect and Pluperfect, instead of
changing to Optative. 'I'his occurs not infrequently after verbs
of saying in pure O. O., and seems to be the rule in partial O. O.
There is quite a difference between a relative clause in the
Imperfect representing part of what was said and a simple
explanatory relative clause introduced by the narrator. Sub-
ordinate clauses in O. O. changed to Imperfect or Pluperfect,
other than relative clauses, are comparatively rare. We find
one in continued O. O., Xen. Anab., 5, 7, 34; one after the ob-
jective verb suvztdévar, Xen. Anab., 1, 5, 9; and Goodwin quotes
two, M. and T., §691, with pure verbs of saying.

The two examples from the Anabasis need no explanation.
The shift from speaker to narrator is natural and easy to feel.
The examples quoted by Goodwin are seemingly quite irregular,
and it seems scarcely sufficient to say that they are thrown out
of 0. 0.

Customary action in Greek has a strong tendency to remain
in the Indicative, and it is doubtless due to this fact that the
clauses quoted by Goodwin are represented by the narrator
instead of following the rule of O. O. It is our opinion that
clauses so represented still form a part of 0. O. They are not
quotations, but statements by the narrator of the substance of
what was said. This is the regular construction in English.
There is a striking difference between representing a clause from
the time of the narrator, and treating it as entirely independent
of 0. O. Thus in Xenophon’s Anabasis, 1, 5, 9, e/ ts dta tayfwy
tév mélzpov émoesito is represented by the narrator as a sort of
afterthought. If it be thrown out of O. O. it becomes a protasis
to 7» and makes nonsense. “It was possible,” says Xenophon,
“for the man who paid attention to observe that the king’s
empire was weak, if anyone made war quickly.” The statement
of Xenophon is unconditional. The condition forms part of the
observation. So much for the general subject.



I.—"07. and &g Clauses.
§1. Antiphon.

1. Verbs with éti.

adijloy elvat &vlvusiclat : mioTedety
avttdoyilcolat érnayyéAdety wpodéyety
alalOdvecOar énicrachac

arogaivsty Ayery Gxomety
rtyvaorsw pavldvsty texprfptov elvae
eldévar pepvielat gavepov elvat.

2. Verbs with ws.

anodstaydvat Stddaxety dpety
altedofat éntdetavivar xatapapTupely
Snlodv elmely Ayewy

3. &rc Clauses after Secondary Tenses.

13 Cases:
Optative, 9; Indicative, 4.
a. Optative.—
Present, 3: 1,11; 1,15; 6, 38.
Future, 2: I'B, 4; 5, 50.
Aorist, 4: 5,33 ; 5,39 bis; 6, 1.

b. Indicative Unchanged.—Pf.: 5, 54.

¢. Indicative Changed from Pres. to Imp.,3: 1,8; 1,15; 6, 32.

Examples 1, 8; 1, 15, will be noted under the full treatment
of verbs of Kmnowing, etc.

6, 33—ndprupss drévovro Gte 00dEy Sixatoy . . . . frt@vTO—
demands some notice. zrt@rro may be regarded as an original
Imperfect, but this seems a somewhat forced explanation.
The 0. 0. is only partial. The ére clause is stated as a fact.
piptopss drévovro implies duaptipnsay but is not equivalent to it.
The 6rc clause takes its mood and tense from the narrator, and
does not fall under the regular rule for 0. 0,
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4. os Clauses after Secondary Tenses.
5 Cases:
Indicative, 4 : Optative, 1
a. Optative—Adorist: 5, 53.
b. Indicative—Present, 2: 8y, 9; I'y, 4.
_ Aorist,2: Ay,1; I'y, 2.

Note that 5 r, 9, is a general truth and I'y, 4, is alleged to be.

In 'y, 2, cire . . . &l éx Ty nhyydv anéfavey 6 avijp, ds 0dx
axéxrewvey adréy the dg clause is not a bare statement depending
on elxe, but is represented as following logically from the reason
stated in the protasis.

We call attention to the two examples (5, 15; 6, 24), with av
and the Indicative after eidé»ae. Here the Potential Indicative
seems to represent a Potential Optative transferred to the past.
See M. and T., §243; cf. Lys., 3, 29 (cidss).

§2. Andocides.
1. Verbs with &t

dyyéAiety &lvpeiclar A6yoy 8idévar
alalOdvesat eldévar pavldyety
axodety dntiraclac Spay
anayyédhety elmely onpetoy elvat
amoxpiveslae Aéyyety oronely
dvapvyolivat xApday xatéyety Texunpio ypijolat
ytyvdoxety Aéyew deddeclat

2. Verbs with as.
avaxpdfety yv@uny mept totdvat 8Aéyyety
avtiAéyety deddaxsty covetdévar
aroloyeiobar énicraclat @avepdy motety
amrodetxvovae pety

3. Gre Clauses after Secondary Tenses.

26 Cases:
Indicative, 10 ; Optative, 16.
a. Optative.—
Present,8: 1,4; 1,12; 1,61; 1,64; 1,39; 1,115 bis;
1, 118.
Aorist, 7: 1,40; 1,61; 1,113; 1,116 1, 115 ter.
Perfect, 1: 1, 39.



b. Indicative Unchanged.—
Present, 2: 1, 30; 2, 20.
Future,1: 1, 185 quinquies.

» Aorist, 2 : 1, 61 bis.

¢. Indicative Changed to Secondary.—
Tinperfect, 2 : 1, 52 bis.
Pluperfect, 2 : 1, 52 bis.

In 1, 61 the &r¢ clause, ¢5dsyta tra yevipeva Sre els Hyjoaro pdy
wevbvTwy Nudv tadtyy Ty Povdyy Edgidytog dvreinov &' éyd, xal téte
1dv 0 révorro 8¢’ 3uf, presents a striking change of mood. The
whole clause is an explication of ra ysvépsva and soon drifts into
0. R. ,

The introduction of the negative has some influence upon
the thought. It is merely suggested that the statement made
in yévoero is incapable of proof, that it was necessarily a mere
assertion of opinion, and consequently felt the force of O. O.
more than those statements which were verified and might be set
down as facts. .

In 1, 52 we have an interesting example of an entire clause
after &vsSvuyjdyy xad dAopiZiuny viewed not as a quotation, but
taking its mood and tense from the standpoint of the reporter,
as if it were independent.

1, 135, is properly O. R.

In 1,130; 2, 20, in which the Indicative Present is retained,
the former (1, 130) seems to be a pithy saying, a popular saw
applied to such cases. The latter (2, 20) retains péide: and

-extends to the realm of the present.

4. s after Secondary Tenses.

17 Cases:
Optative, 11 Indicative, 6.

a. Optative.—

Present, 4: 1,36; 1,40; 1, 122; 1, 110.

Aorist, 7: 1,193 1,22; 137 ter.; 1, 40; 1, 110.
b. Indicative.—

Present, 1, 43.

Imperfect, 1, 64.

Future, 1, 43.

Aorist, 3: 1,54; 1, 58; 3, 10.

Latt
3.



ayvoety
davaptpyyjoxsty
anozpivsotat
ytyvocxety
S50y elvat
Snhody

87 Aoy piyvesat
StafdArety
duayvpiieada

arayyédhety
anogalvety

ayvretmely

aroloyiay moteioSat
Stopvdvat

80Fuy mepttaTdvat

3.

axodsty
aloSdvestat
anodetxvbvat
aroloyeicat
dvvpeiatat

1.

2.

10
§3. Lysias.

eldévar

dvvody ylyvesdat
énistuddac
pavddyety
pepviedat
pvotys ylyvesdac
épay

npoctdévac
nvyddyeofac

dAnida mapéyers
dpsiy

Abyovs Exew
piprovpas elvat
Spoloyety

redetxvivar
edyvwotoy elvat
elmely
xatyyopsty
Adyety

Verbs taking Gr:.

Verbs taking ws.

wpopacty

oxomely

auyetdévar
drolapfdyzty
Texpyptoy ylyvesSae
Texpjptoy vopllety
@avzpoy elvae
Qavepov ToLely

Qpdlew

nelBety
pdptopag xalsty
weTov elvat
mtotoy Soxsiy

pdvat

Verbs taking 8r: and as.

‘ra'p.rupsfv
pexprjptov elvae
Texpnpie ypioelat
pdptopas wapéyety

Combinations of ér¢ and &s (17, 2; 17, 4; 19, 41; 19, 55) are

worthy of note.

4. 6re Clauses after Secondary Tenses.

a. Optative.—

74 Cases:

Indicative, 47 ; Optative, 27.

Present, 20: 1,19; 8,12; 9, 5; 12, 9; 12,15; 12,48;
12, 74 bis ; 12, 77; 13, 9; 13, 78; 19, 51; 22, 2;
23, 2; 23, 3; 23, 6 bis.; 23, 9; 23, 10; 32, ?5.

Puture, 2 : 1, 22; 19, 16.

Aorist, 3: 12,16; 12, 77; 32, 9.

Perfect, 2: 1,18; 10, 25.
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b. Indicative.— .

Present, 15: 2, 41; 6,19; 7,34 bis,; 8,8; 9,1; 9,9
bis.; 10,30 ; 12,9; 12,48; 12,69; 13,17; 13,77;
16, 14.

Future,11: 2, 33 ; 12,15; 12, 45 bis.; 12,58; 12,70;
12, 74; 13, 25; 16, 15; 27.1; 32, 11.

Imperfect retained, 7: 1,17; 2, 58; 12,56 bis.; 13,41 ;
19, 39; 19, 52.

Imperfect from Present, 5: 3,6; 7,16; 12,57; 12,73;
18, 11.

Aorist,9: 2,65; 3,29; 8, 13; 9, 9: 12, 40; 12, 57 ;
12, 69; 13, 42; 19, 25.

5. as after Secondary Tenses.

29 Cases:
Optative, 15; Indicative, 14.
a. Optative.—
Present, 10: 8, 10; 8, 12; 9, 5; 9, 6; 9, 7; 13, 8; .
19,503 1,20; 1, 20; 12, 6.
Aorist, 4: 1,20; 1, 20; 8, 12; 22, 8.
Perfect, 1: 29, 12.
b. Indicative.—
Present, 3; 11,11 ; 12, 70 ; 28, 5.
Imperfect retained 4: 1,20; 7,425 19, 7; 22, 3.
Future, 2: 2, 22; 13, 61.
Aorist, 4: 1,17 3, 22; 10, 12 ; 32, 15.
Perfect, 1; 12, 1.

§4. Xenophon’s Anabasis.

1. &t after Secondary Tenses.
a. Optative.—

Present 75

Future 14

Aorist 7

Perfect 8
b. Indicative.—

Present . 23

Future 17

Imperfect retained 4
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Imperfect from Present, 11: 1,2,21; 2,2,15; 2,83,6;
3, 1, 2 sexics; 5, 6, 29; 5, 8, 10.
Perfect 1
Pluperfect from Perfect, 2: 3,1, 2 bis.
2. o after Secondary Tenses.
a. Optative.—
Present, 22.
Future, 1: 5, 6. 3.
Aorist, 1.
Perfect,1: 1, 6, 44.
b. Indicative.—
Present, 3: 2,6,2; 5, 6,31; 6,4, 14.
Future, 1: 7,5, 8.
Perfect, 1: 6, 4, 14.
In 2 @) the first Present Indicative [2, 6, 2] expresses habitual
action ; 5, 6, 31, retains yp7 ; 6, 4, 14 depends upon a preceding
Perfect Indicative retained.

§5. Remarks upon ét: and as Clauses.

1. For the origin of ¢r: and @s clauses see Goodwin’s Moods
and Tenses, §663, and Schanz’s Beitrige, Heft 8. Goodwin
considers dr¢ an accusative of respect, and thus an outer object.
Schmitt regards 6 as the inner or cognate object (p. 19), which
seems to be the correct view. '

Goodwin’s view of the development of @¢ in O, O. from the
interrogative seems correct, while Schmitt has apparently over-
looked the fact that pure relatives are used as interrogatives
after verbs of asking (pp. 14 and 52). This usehas been noted by
Dinwiddie in his dissertation on O. O. in Thucydides. See
See Revue de Philologie, xiv., pp. 57 ff.

2. In reference to the distinction between ¢z¢ and g, it is a
mistake to state that always, or even generally, @s carries the
idea of doubt or uncertainty, without any discrimination in the
verbs that take @ ..

@s introduces a theory, opinion or allegation. It is used regu-
larly with dcddsxers because, perhaps, the true idea of teaching is
to teach theories. It is used with azeéetvdvar to introduce a
theory professed to be proven from facts stated, and takes the
Indicative Ant [4y 1], also with «izeiv in this sense Ant [I'y 2].
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és With Adyzey, eineiv, ratyyopeis introduces an allegation gener-
ally intimated to be untrue, but not always so. See Lysias,
1, 20, for true accusation; and 1, 37 ; 7, 20 for false.

The examples of @s cited from Andocides and Lysias with
the Optative imply falsity except Lysias [1, 4; 22, 8]; to these
add Andocides [1, 4], Lysias [28, 5] where ¢ is construed with
Indicative.

In Lysias [22, 8] the'force of @s may be brought out by trans-
lating ¢« #syev @s ”—he explained that.

@s in the Anabasis is comparatively rare with the Indicative,
and is used not infrequently with the Optative without implying
doubt or uncertainty. Anab., 1,9, 11; 5, 1, 3.

Madvig points out that @s is usual when the leading verb is
negative or when the és clause is negatived. The clause is thus
marked as a mere allegation. Xen. Anab., 2,4,19; 2, 3, 25;17, 5, 8.

éte also occurs after a negative verb. Thue., 2, 6, 2.

8¢ and @¢ clauses take the Present Indicative after a secondary
tense when they purport to express:

Antiphon: 8y, 9; Iy, 4.

1. A general truth. { Lysias; 2, 41; 10, 30; 12, 69.
Anabasis: 6, 1, 21.

2. A common report. Andocides: 1, 130.

Androcides: 2, 20.

-Lysias : 6,19; 9, 1.

Anabasis: 2, 4, 21; 5,5,24; 6,1,31; .
6, 4, 18.

. : ; Lysias: 28, 5.
4. Continued or habitual action. Anabasis: ’2, 6,2 4,5,10;
(usunally)

6,1,19; 6, 6, 4
. Necessity with Zps. { Lysias: 12, 70; 16, 14.
(usunally) Anabasis: 5, 6, 31.

To these may be added Anabasis, 6, 3, 11; 7, 2, 16, where the
presence of vd» makes the vivid construction preferable; Anab-
agis, 4, 1, 3; 4, 5, 28, where the Present is retained for the
Future on account of the vivid meaning of the verb iévac; and
Anabasis, 1, 10, 5, where the perfect meaning of viyovra: may
influence its retention.

x00 1s retained after past tenses in Antiphon, Andocides, Lysias,

W

. A present fact.

[

Thucydides, Xenophon’s Anabasis. ypeiny occurs in Xenophon’s
Hellenics, 2, 4, 23, with ds in @ negative sentence.
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I1.—07¢ and &g Clauses—continued.

We note the fact that the retention of the Indicative in a
e or @s clause after a past finite tense of a pure verb of saying
is quite rare except in those cases where it is required to EXPRESS
A GENERAL TRUTH, PRESENT FACT, OR WHERE ypyj IS RETAINED-

The only cases noted are Andocides, 1,4; 1, 43; Lysias, 12, 74;
28, 5. '

Andocides (1, 43) retains the Present with ¢ after avéxpayev.
Cf. Anabasis (51, 14), avéxpayov ds od 8o,

Andocides (1, 4) retains the Future with a¢ after Aéyo:ev in the
gecond clause.

Lysias (12, 74) retains the Future with dz¢ after ¢Ize in the
second clause.

Lysias (28, 5) retains the Present with s after &dsysv. &eyev
@5 70y evrogavreirs. The force of 70y would be to retain the
Indicative. -

With these compare:

Andocides 1, 54 : yvduy mapstarijzzt s, with Present Indica-
tive:

Lysias 9, 9: pdpropas napesyéuny 8te; 8, 13: #3879 8re; 12, 40:
§0fjlwaay Gre, with Aorist Indicative.

Lysias, 12, 45 : jrtsravro §7e, with Future Indicative).

Liysias, 2, 65: arciopjeasro ére, with Future Indicative, where
the apology is made by deeds not words.

Lysias, 10, 12: dwpicaro s, with Aorist Indicative, quoting
words of a legal document.

Where the verd that governs O. O. is an Infinitive or Participle
the construction is somewhat freer.

The following are the examples noted in Antiphon, Andocides
and Lysias, omitting those cases in which the Infinitive repre-
gents a past tense of the Indicative and where the Imperfect
Indicative occurs in ét¢ or os clauses.

§1. Indicative retained after érz¢ or os.
a. Present.—Lysias: 7,34; 8,8; 12,69; 13,17; 9,1; 13, 77.
b. Future—Lysias: 2, 32; 12, 15; 12, 58; 12, 70; 13, 25;
13, 61; 16,15; 27,1; 32, 11.
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c. Aorist.—Lysias: 1, 17; 3, 22; 3,29; 19, 25 ; 12,75, 32, 15.
Andocides : 1, 58 3, 10.
d. Perfect.—Antiphon: 5, 54.

§2. Indicative changed to Optative.

a. Present.—Lysiag: 8,10; 9,5; 9, 7; 12, 48; 13, 78; 19, 51.
b. Puture.—Lysias: 1, 22; 19, 16.

In Lysias, 12, 48, an interesting change from Optative to
Indicative.occurs. Some of the examples with Indicative re-
tained have been explained on other grounds. Omitting these
the retention of the Indicative is more frequent than the change
to Optative.

In most cases cited with the Optative depending upon a Par-
ticiple, the Participle can be resolved into a finite verb express-
ing a co-ordinate idea or a temporal or causal relation. The
same can sometimes be done when the Indicative is retained, but
the Participle is usually more closely connected with the govern-
ing verb, continuing its thoughts or descriptive of its action.

The following is added for comparison :

ére and oy clauses depending upon the Infinitive or Participle.

. 1. With the Indicative retained.

Xenophon’s Anabasis, 16 : 2,1, 14; 2, 1, 20; 2, 2,20; 2,5, 2;
2,6,2; 4,5,19; 4,5,28; 5,1,14; 5,5, 24; 5,6,31;
6,1, 25, 6,1,31, 6,4,14; 6,4,15; 6,6,4; 7,1,11.

2. With change to Optative.

Xenophon’s Anabasis, 22: 1, 2,21; 1,3, 16: 1, 6,10; 1,9, 23;

2,2 15; 2,3,25; 2,6,10; 3,2,4; 3,2,10; 3,3,14;

4,5 28; 5,6,34; 5,7,18; 6,1,2; 6,1,30; 6, 2, 13;

6,6,3;6,66;%71,39;7231;175,11; 17,8, 2L

All the examples with the Optative might have been omitted

except 1,2,21; 2, 2, 15; 3, 3, 4; 5, 6, 34; the Participle or

Infintive so clearly representing a Past Indicative Tense. Com-

pare fxe Aéywy, he came and said, (1, 2, 21), with Imetse Aéywy, he
persuaded (by) saying, (5, 1, 14).
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In 5, 6, 34, &ncyst Aéyers is equivalent to a conative Imperfect

of the verb of saying.

An examination of ¢r¢ clauses depending on an Infinitive or
Participle consecutively in something over two books of the
Hellenica and five books of Thucydides shows, without discrimi-
nation, a proportion of 10 to 10 in the Hellenica, and 20 to 8 in

favor of the Indicative in Thucydides.

Typical examples with the Indicative in the Hellenica are:

1, 5, 4.—2élevov dtédoxuvrss,
1, 6, 36.—nletv Bodvras.
2, 1, 4.—2xéksvov mapayyéddew.

IIT.—Indirect Questions.

§1. Antiphon.

1. Introductoru Particles.

el, el . .. 7, Tls, 8ates, 6s miTepos, Smbrepos, Gavs, olus, ds, Erws.

2. Indirect Questions after Past Tenses.
7 Examples:
Indicative, 6 ; Optative, 1.

a. Optative (1, 17).
b. Indicative.

Present, 2: 6, 7; 6, 49.

Future: 1, 16.

Imperfect retained : 4, y, 8.

Imperfect from Present: 6, 26.
Pluperfect retained: 5, 70.

§2. Andocides.
1. Introductory Particles.

7, el i, =é 7 7 Its, el
Ely €L o o o Ely TOTEPOY ¢ o « N o o o N o o o ELTE, EITE o o

3 o e 30z < ~ o . L4 .
Tis, 6oTts, 6motepos, noley, wg, TdS, Gaug, oviog, Edy.

. elte



17

2. Indirect Questions after Past Tenses.

6 Examples:
Optative, 4 ; Indicative, 2.
a. Optative.—
Present, 3: 1, 62 ; 1, 126 ; 3, 30.
Aorist, 1: 1,112,

b. Indicative.
Aorist, 1: 1,295 1, 116.
Pluperfect, 1: 2, 14.
Future: 1, 23.

§3. Lysias.
1. Introductory Particles.

elyel . . . %, mérepov . . . 7, méTepa . . . %, €lte . . . eiTe
, o o ’ e - '3 - . e o
Tlg, GaTts, 0¢, moTEPOS, CTOTEPOS, Wolng, Sruing, wobev, Swolev, 6oV

14 -’ o r 4 L4 ’
Grwg, we, Gaog, otog, Sodxts, ddy,
—

2. Indirect Questions after Past Tenses..

35 Examples:
Optative, 16 ; Indicative, 19.
a. Optative.—
Present, 12.
Future, 2.
Aorist, 1.
Perfect, 1.

b. Indicative.—
Present, 7.
Future, 6.
Imperfect from Present,3: 1,42; 7,12; 11, 12.
Aorist, 2.
Pluperfect from Perfect,2: 9, 7; 32, 18.

§4. Xenophon’s Anabasis.

1. Indirect Questions after Past Tenses.

80 Examples:
Optative, 59 ; Indicative, 21.



a. Optative.—
Present, 53.
FPuture, 3.
Aorist, 3.

b. Indicative.—
Present, 5.
Future, 4.
Imperfect retained, 2: 7, 2, 25; 1, 7, 43.
Imperfect from Present, 7: 2,3,11; 2,5,33; 3,5, 17;
4,%,11; 5,5,25; 6,1,13; 6, 4,23. .
Aorist, 2.
Pluperfect from Perfect, 1: 4, 5. 29.

§6. Remarks upon Indirect Questions.

1. An important distinction may be drawn between Indirect
Questions and Indirect Exclamations. The simple relative pro-
nomial adjectives Gous, ofug, etc., introduce only the latter, while
the pronomial adverbs ds, 7, ete., introduce either.

. This distinction has been noted by Dinwiddie in his disserta-
tion on O. O. in Thucydides (page 13):
' For &s see Andocides, 1, 33; Lysias, 21, 13.
For éaus see Andocides, 1, 47; Lysias, 6, 47.
For étos see Andocides, 2, 8 ; Lysias, 9, 7.

It has not been considered necessary to divide the statistics of
Indirect Questions upon this principle.

2. It is often difficult to distinguish s relative, @s interroga-
tive and @s conjunctive introducing O. O. These uses mark
stages in the development of &g, and it is not always possible to
determine the conception of the writer.

3. In Greek as in Latin, interrogative and relative sentences
shade into each other.

4. Notable is the use of é&i», meaning whether.

Andocides, 1, 37: avaptpvijoxealar édy.
Liysias, 15, 5: axégants ddv.
cf. Demosthenes, 19 : svvdiapvypovedety dav.

It may be noted that sxé¢asts édv aly0; 2éyw does not mean
« Consgider whether I am telling the truth,” but ¢Consider
whether what I shall say is true.”
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5. Vivid Constructions in Indirect Questions.—As in ¢z and
@s clauses it will be found that the statistics do not show the
range of freedom in the use of Indicative and Optative; but in
many cases the Indicative is retained because the sense of the
sentence demands it. In Antiphon 6, 7, (81érFavres) ef r¢ ddeuxd
is in the sphere of the present, meaning whether I am an evildoer.

It may be noted that the Greek uses the Aorist Participle,
when the leading verb is primary, as the equivalent of the
English Perfect Participle. From the frequent retention of
the original mood and tense in such cases it seems highly prob-
able that the Participle was felt to be primary.

The Imperfect in Antiphon (6, 26) may be explained in two
ways; %dexodyte may represent an original Present stated from
the standpoint of the narrator, or it may be explained as a
simple conditional not in O. O. Antiphon (6, 49) retains yp7.

There are two examples of the Indicative retained in Ando-
cides—Aorist (1, 29), Pluperfect (2, 14). Both approach rela-
tive sentences. It may be worthy of note that in 1, 29 the O. O.
clause recounts well-known facts. In (R, 14) 76 pparpa wav
Suyyeito ag dnénpaxto the s clause is in opposition to =payra and
may be considered as a pure relative, or taking mpdayra as pro-
liptic the @s clause may be in O. O., from standpoint of narrator.
From the time of the speaker érézpazro would be Perfect. The
conception varies somewhat as the Latin dizit modum quo ;
dizit quo modo.

In Lysias six Present Indicatives are retained. Of these one
(1, 25) might have been put in the Optative. 2, 21; 30, 32 re-
tain ypyj. 1, 33; 32, 18 belong to the universal present.

In (10, 4) ¢ &otev SAtyupyio fmeardpyy the subordinate clause
involves a bit of gemeral information properly retained in the
Indicative. Thus we say in English «I knew that two and two
make four.” Compare (11, 2) it cAtyapyia v 70t

Lysias 1, 25 is the only Indirect Question in Lysias with past
tense of a verb of asking that retains the Indicative except
30, 32 in which yzp7 occurs. Even here it is quite probable
that the Indicative is not retained merely for vividness, but is
used to express habitual action.
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The three Imperfects and two Pluperfects in Lysias depend
upon the verbs eidévar, axoneiv, dwoeiv, épav.

The two Aorist Indicatives are after s in indirect exclamation.
The clauses are not far removed from relative clauses, are not at
all contingent, and naturally prefer the Indicative.

In Xenophon's Anabasis there are five Indicative Presents
after past tenses. 6, 2, 4 and 7, 5, 9 retain ypy; the three
others seem to be retained for vividness. In 4, 1, 26 and 6,2, 5
the verb upon which the question depends is an Infinitive stand-
ing for a Present of a finite mood. 5, 7, 23—jpdrwy ire ¢t %o
npaypa 18 one of the few examples of the Present Indicative
retained for vividness after a finite mood. Perhaps the famili-
arity of the phrase caused it to resist the influence of O. O.

Of the four Future Indicatives, 6, 1, 21 forms part of a gen-
eral truth and is regularly retained. The three others are vivid.

Of the seven Imperfects from the Present in the Anabasis
6, 1, 13 (5ipovro el xal yuvaizss suvepdyoyto adroic) deserves special
mention. The Imperfect expresses customary action which the
Optative seems unable to express. Svppdyorto might mean: (if
they) ever fought in company with (them). It cannot mean:
(if they) were in the habit of fighting. The Present Indicative
might be used here.

The Indicative in 2, 5, 33 probably expresses attempted action :
8te dzoiovy, what they were trying to do.

3, 5, 17 has fue2lov. It has been noted that péliw does not
conform to the rules of O. 0. *Eusdiov with the Infinitive to
express a Future from the past, or the Future of an unreal
relation, is not uncommon.

‘The remaining Imperfects (2, 3, 11; 5, 5, 25; 6, 4, 23) occur
in clauses not far removed from true relative clauses and seem
to be construed as such.

Xpein occurs once in Lysias (12, 44) in an indefinite relative
gentence having the force of an indirect question. See Schmitt
on such sentences (Schanz’s Beitrige, Heft 8, p. 14). The sen-
tence reads: oBorwas ypein dpyetv mapyyyeddov. The governing
verb expresses past customary action. The vivid form of the
subordinate clause would te o8srwvas dv ypj ; though ypy is not
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absolutely excluded on account of the force of the indefinite
relative pronoun. This does not seem to be a fair exception to
the rule that ypy is retained in indirect questions. -

VERBS OF KNOWING AND PERCEIVING.

Verbs of knowiny and perceiving, on account of their objective
character, allow two classes of constructions. As knowledge
must depend for its accuracy npon true perception and reason-
ing, and as wrong impressions are quite common, whatever is
dependent upon the observation of one man or a class of men
is somewhat contingent. When the narrator represents the
knowledge as entirely due to the thought or perception of the
subject of the subordinate clause, this clause may follow the
regular rules of O. O. This is especially true when the narrator
quotes his past knowledge.

But it may be stated that a manifest fact was observed or
meditated upon. Logically the clause is in O. O., because it
expresses thought. Grammatically it is construed as the state-
ment of the narrator without reference to a direct form. The
Aorist Indicative is retained. The Prcsent and Imperfect of a
possible direct form become Imperfect and Pluperfect.

The most common verbs of this class are:

eldévar &0vpeiclat onAoy elvat
érioctaglat ayvoety Spay
ytyvoxsty avafpyoxsty oxomety
aleOdveslat ratapas0dy:zty dvvoety
rovldvesfat

Statistics for Verbs of Knowing, etc.

1. With 6t and as in Antiphon, Andocides, and Lysias.

a. Indicative.—
Present, 7—Lysias : 9,1; 10,30; 11,11; 12,69; 12,70;
13,17; 13, 7%.
Future, 5—Lysias: 2,32; 12,15; 12,45; 12,70; 16,15,
Imperfect retained, 1—Lysias: 1, 17.
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Antiphon: 1, 8; 1, 15.

Andocides: 1, 52; 1, 52.

Lysias: 3,6; 7,16; 12, 57;
12, 73; 18, 11.

Aorist, 4—Lysias: 3,29; 8,13; 12, 75; 1, 1%.

Pluperfect, 2—Andocides: 1, 52; 1, 52.

Lysias: 10, 30; 11, 11; 12, 69 are general truths; 12, 10
retains zp7 ; 9, 1 belongs to the sphere of the present. In 13,
175 13, 77 the context does not make it quite clear whether
the Indicative is retained for vividness or whether the time of
the subordinate clause extends to the present.

b. Optative.—
Andocides: 1, 39.
P "’se""“—‘zLysias: 9, 5; 12, 15; 23, 3.
__ { Antiphon: 5, 50.
Future, 3 | Lysias: 1, 22’; 19, 16.
Perfect, 1—Lysias : 23, 3.

The Present Optative from Andocides (1, 39) depends on
yv@vat, which is itself in O. O., from &¢7», and is hardly a fair
example.

The two examples from Lysias (23, 3) depend on zvfipevos,
The context shows that the information was in answer to
questions. #vlipsvos is equivalent to a passive of a verb of
saying. The same might be said of éxd0épyy in 9,5. In Lysias,
(3, 8) mvldpsvos is used as a verb of perception. The result is
stated but the process is ignored.

It may be noted that in the two first examples speaker and
narrator are the same. In the last they are different. In the
orators examined the use of these verbs with the Optative is rare.

Imperfect from Present, 9 1

2.  With éte and o tn Xenophon’s Anabasis.

a. Indicative.—
Present, 1.
Future, 2.
Imperfect retained, 1: 6, 3, 23.
Imperfect from Present, 6: 1,2,21; 2,2,15; 2,3, 6;
3,1,3; 5,6,29; 5,8, 10.
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b. Optative.—
Present, 11.
Aorist, 2.
Perfect, 1.

The Present Indicative (6, 1, 31) is required. It can be seen
that the Present Optative is used freely with these verbs, and
the Imperfect Indicative quite often.

3. With Indirect Questions in Antiphon, Andocides and Lysias.

a. Indicative.—
Present, 3—Lysias: 1, 33; 10, 4; 32, 18.
Puture, 4—Lysias: 1,41; 2,13; 4,7; 14, 17,
Aorist, 1—Lysias: 32, 18.
Imperfect retained, 1—Antiphon: 2, y, 8.
Tmperfect from Present,3—Lysias: 1,42; 7,12 ; 11,12.
Pluperfect from Perfect, 2—Lysias: 9, 7; 32, 18,

b. Optative.—
- ‘ Andocides: 1, 62.
Present, 2— {Lysias: 1, 15,
Future, 2—Lysias: 23, 9; 23, 10.
Aorist, 1—Lysias: 3, 10.
The Indicative is more frequent than the Optative.

4. With Indirect Questions in Xenophon’s Anabasis.

a. Indicative.—
Present, 1.
Future, 3.
Imperfect retained, 1: 7, 7, 43.
Imperfect from Present, 4: 2,5,33; 4,7, 11; 5,5,25;
6, 4, 23.
b. Optative.—
Present, 13.
Note that the Present Optative is more frequent and that the
one Present Indicative retained (6, 2, 5) occurs after the Infini-
tive s/0¢vae representing the Imperative in continued O. O.
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IV.—The Infinitive.

The Infinitive has by nature no declarative force. It ex-
presses in O. O. the subject of thought or speech. The realiza-
tion, in fact, is deduced from the context. :

A it clause assumes the reality of the matter stafed or thought
upon. A s clause is intermediate and often approaches closely
the use of the Accusative and Infinitive.

With eizetv and Aéyeev an opinion or conclusion is maintained
by the Infinitive.

Antiphon: 4y, 4; 44, 11.
Lysias : 8, 15.
Anabasis: 5, 4, 34.

When words are the subject of discussion eir:iv and gdva: seem
to be used indiscriminately.

Lysias: 10, 9; 11, 3; 11, 5.
Cf. Lysias (10, 8) with as.

In Lysias, 11, 5, efzy anoB:finzévac seems to be the exact equiv-
alent of ¢3 pigac.

The Infinitive occurs as the object of that large class of verbs
asking, exhorting, commanding, etc., expressing shades of mean-
ing from a mild wish to a strong command. The Infinitive is
the outer object denoting the thing commanded, ete.

In the development of the O. O. construction in certain cases
the Infinitive lost its objective character and became the cognate
object, expressing the content of the governing verb. Then it is
the true representative of the Imperative in O. O.

The Present Infinitive occurs rarely with gdva: referring to
the Future in O. O. &gy unvdew, he said he was going to inform
(Liysias, 29, 6).

Cf. the regular use of iévar. Anabasis, 1, 3, 1: vdx épasav
tévat,

The Aorist Infinitive occurs in Lysias, 13, 15 and 13, 47, with
gdvae referring to the Future. (Moods and Tenses, §127).
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Perhaps the best explanation of this phenomenon is to con-

" sider the Infinitives as simple object Infinitives. ¢dva: coalesces

with a preceding negative and is felt to be the equivalent of a
verb of ‘refusing.

Etzeiv in Anabasis, 7, 8, 2, with izopdsog, and followed by an
Infinitive with 7.7v, is construed as a verb of swearing.

I'vavar with the Infinitive (Lysias, 16, 36; Andocides, 2, 10;
Anabasis, 1, 9, 17) may be translated “?o decide’”” Moods and
Tenses, §915, 3 (a).

Nvvbdveasbar occurs (Lysias, 6, 37; Anabasis, 7, 6,11) with the
Infinitive with meaning very near to that of dxedew. ’Axoder
is used with the Infinitive with the meaning “{fo de told.”
Lysias, 13, 77; 25, 21; 26, 3; Anabasis, 4, 6, 14; 4, 6, 16;
4, 5, 35.

?Axoiey with the Participle indicates that the hearing is from
someone who professes to have definite information. Xeno-
phon’s Anabasis, 1, 4, 5 ; Sophocles’ Electra, 293. (Moods and
Tenses, §914). The thing heard is not necessarily a fact.

The Infinitives after wiriuv ¥yzv Adpoy, Smodsinsey (Antiphon,
2,10; B 3, 5) belong to the class of object Infinitives not in
0. O. proper. Cf. Moods and Tenses, §749 and Andocides, 3, 26,
098¢ Ao Omolsimetar puy odx aduxsiv,

e In Antiphon, 5, 80, dtddsxsev takes an object Infinitive with
the meaning fo teach how.

1. Verbs taking the Infinitive in O. O. represenﬁng
the Indicative or Optative.

§1. Antiphon.

apvelalat pysiclat Suvbvar
Stopvivat xaTyopsty wpoedtaBdlisty
Soxety xatadoxely npoaroteiadat
Aéyyety Aéyrew bmolapfdvety
Aniley voptlety gaivealat
dAnis elvae ofealut pavat

dnexalely Spokoysty pdaxsty
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§2. Andocides.

altety dotxévar opvovat

apaslat drayréidew mteTEDEY
rtyvooxew (2, 10) yysialat zpoctnely (4, 17)
Soxely Adyery Omeayveialae
Stopilsalar vouilety gavat

rnilety

§3. Lysias.

aloSdveabat SrayyiAdety époloyety
aretdely drexnphTrety *pvivat
axovety yyeictae rovidvectat
aittacYar Aéyety omeayvsicHar
ytyvoxees pyvhety OroTTEDELY
Soxely voptiety ¢dvac

simely oleaae @rarety
Anilety

1. The Infinitive in Continued Narrative.

The Infinitive may continue a narrative:

1. When it is used in the first clause of O. O. (Andocides,
38, 42). This is an unusunally long passage. Kven here &gy is
repeated three times.

2. After verbs which take ¢rc and @s. This is the rule when
the continuation is introduced by ydip. With ydp: Antiphon,
I' y, 2. Lysias, 10, 6; 18, 5; 14, 5; 14, 33; 22, 9; 25, 28.
Anabasis, 6,1,23; 6,2, 11; 7,2,31. Without yip : Andocides,
1,12; 1, 36. Lysias, 19, 25. An independent Optative occurs
with yip: Antiphon, 6, 22. Anabasis, 7, 3, 13.

3. After verbs which take a simple object Infinitive in partial
0. 0. HKeledew, ete., Lysias, 2, 45. Anabasis, 4,5, 16; 7,7, 19.

4. After a verb taking the Participle in O. O. Lysias, 32, 15.

5. After dozet with the Nominative and Infinitive O O. may
be continued by the Accusative and Infinitive. Xenophon’s
Anabasis, 1, 4, 18.

2. The Infinitive as Imperative.

It is impossible, as Goodwin says, (Moods and T'enses, §684)
to tell exactly where a Greek would have drawn the line between
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the Infinitive as a simple object and the Infinitive in 0. 0. It
is, however, too narrow to limit the use of the Infinitive in O.O.
to the representation of the Indicative and Optative. The
Infinitive is used as Imperative.

1. In the indirect statement of laws. Antiphon, I'3, 5 ; 5,10.
Andocides, 1, 20; 1,73; 1,93; 1,95; 1,110, 1, 116; 3, 12.
Lysias, 1, 32; 6, 52; 8,10; 8, 12; 11,5; 14, 5; 22, 6. Laws
are frequently written in O. O. Lysias, 10; 16, 17, 18, 19.

2. In proclamations, decrees, etc. Andocides, 1, 111 ; 1, 145
bis; 1, 176; 1, 182; 2, 23. Lysias, 2, 1; 6, 24; 12, 70; 12,
76; 16, 6.

3. In simple propogitions or commands with pure verbs of
saying, a8 eimstv Adysey, ete. Andocides, 1, 71; 1, 123; 1, 126;
4, 27. Lysias, 1,23; 1, 30; 16, 13. .

In Andocides, 1, 123, and Lysias, 16, 13, the Imperative
idea is specifically plain. Cf. Anabasis, 1, 3, 14; 5, 7, 34.

When required for clearness or emphasis the Infinitive is
strengthened by ypjvac. Antiphon, ¢ast ypivae, 5, 84; 6, 28.
Andocides, syov . . . gpivar, 1, 36.

3. Subject of the Infinitive.

The subject of the Infinitive is usually omitted if it is the
same as8 that of the governing verb expressed or implied in a
phrase. When emphatic it is usually expressed by the accusa-
tive of the reflexive or by the Nominative of the infensive uiris.

When the subject of the Infinitive is different from that of
the governing verb it is expressed in the Accusative unless men-
tioned before or clearly implied by the context. Andocides,
4, 38. Cf. Demosthenes, xx, 111.

The Accusative of «oris (Andocides, 1, 12; 1, 126), the Accu-
sative of the personal pronoun (Antiphon, 6, 31), and the Nomi-
native of the personal pronoun (Thucydides, 6, 34, 2) also occur.
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V.—The Participle.

The Participle in O. O. is a development of the object Parti-
ciple after verbs of sense and perception, and usually carries
with it the definiteness and certainty of personal observation.
The Infinitive (within our limits) is comparatively rare with

verbs taking the Participle.

When is does occur it expresses an

opinion gathered from a process of reasoning. The distinction
between a participle in O. O. and a clause with é¢ or @s is often

very slight.

clause is abstract and didactic.
The following verbs are construed with the Participle :

anodetavhvat
arogalvety
a"frelgrzsw
riyvéoxety
Oyhody

8Aéyyety

aro-Octxvivae
dme-Oetavivat
éy-detxvuvat
ytyvozsty

onlody

alaBdaveatat
aro-gpaivety
galvesiat
aro-dsexvivat
éne-Oetxvivar
Jeexvivat

ytyvosrety

Antiphon,

émtdetxvivat
érisracat

ctdévar

xatdgavis ylyveatar

pyvoety

Andocides.

A0y elvat
eldévat
&vvpeiadar
ebpioxsty

Aoyileaat
Lysias.

GUyytyv@axety
Onhoy elvae
Jouzelv
éyyety
e5-cdéyyeey
ebpioxety

The Participle is more concrete and vivid, the ér

Spay

weptetdévat

" suvvetdévat

galveaiat

pavepds elvat

éyxeey
Spay
noydaveslat

paiveadat

Spay

év-opay
ép-opay
wEepL-0pay
wovidysofat

paiveasiat
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Subject of the Participle.

When the subject of the Participle is the same as that of the
governing verb it is usually omitted and the Participle is
expressed in the Nominative case. Antiphon, 4 8, 6; 4 3, 9.

When emphatic the subject of the Participle is expressed by
the Accusative of the reflexive. Antiphon, 4 4, 3

VI.—Secondary Dependencies.

§1. Conditional Sentences after Past Tenses.

a. Subjunctive and Indicative changed to Optative.—
Antiphon: 1, 15; 1, 19; 4 4, 8; 5, 50; 6, 12; 6, 13;
6, 23; 6,23; I' 3, 4.
Andocides: 1,20; 1,90; 1, 115; 1, 122 ; 3, 30; 4, 15;
4, 17.
Lysias: 2, 21; 7, 34; 12, 9; 12, 15; 13, 25; 13, 53;
13, 78; 19, 59; 26, 24; 28, 14; 23, 11;
12, 74.
b. Indicative retained.—
Andocides (1 Future): 1, 53.
Lysias (11 Futures): 2,32; 2,45; 2, 45; 12,11; 12,70;
13,15; 13,15; 21,24 ; 26,9; 27, 1.
(2 Presents): 2, 22; 22, 2.
(1 Perfect) : 32, 11.
¢. Subjunctive retained.—
Andocides; 1, 41.
Lysias: 12, 15; 12, 15; 32, 6.

We observe no Future Optatives in protases. DProtases in éav
are usually changed to Optative. Lysias uses the “most vivid ”
Future condition more frequently than others examined and
retains the Future Indicative in protases.

Xenophon quite frequently retains the Future Indicative in
protases. Cf. Anabasis, 5, 6, 34; 6, 6, 10; 7,1,40; 7, 4, 5.

In Andocides (1, 122) a Present Indicative is changed to
Optative.
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In the Classical Review, p. 320, July, 1890, Marchant raises
an interesting question with reference to conditional sentences.
Following Stahl, who says in substance (Quaest. Gram. ad Thuec.,
p. 8, ed. 1886) ¢ Thucydides never changes the Indicative with
¢ to Optative in O. O. This ruleis true for all writers, &/ with
the Future Optative excepted.” Marchant adds: “I have never
seen an example outside Xenophon which breaks Stahl’s canon.”
In an example given by Goodwin, (§696 from Plato, Ap. 20 53),
xat 3yw toy Edyvov dpaxdpioa el os alylds Eyet tadtyy iy téyvyy xal
ofrws dppsids Stddaxer, he remarks that &y0: and 6cddaxor might
be used. If Stahl is correct, is the Optative possible outside
Xenophon in a single clause containing ¢/ in O. O., unless &f
with Optative, ¢/ with Future Indicative, or 24 with the Sub-
junctive would be used in the recta ?

In the American Journal of Philology, 1892, (“Brief Mention”)
Gildersleeve notes this view of Marchant, quoting among other
references in refutation, Andocides, 1, 122 ; Thucydides, 6, 27,
5; 2,92, 3. »

The change of present protases in the Indicative to Optative
is regular though rare. Marchant, however, may be right in
his protest at Goodwin’s treatment of the example quoted.

If Plato had written &¢yv elvar eddainova instead of épaxdpisa
the Optative would be allowable in the O. O. clause. It may be
questioned whether this change, which is rare at best, would
be allowed after such an objective verb as énaxdptoa,

§2. Relative Sentences after Past ZTenses.

a. Subjunctive and Indicative changed to Optative.—
Antiphon: 5, 50; 6, 22; 6,23; 6, 45; 1, 10.
Andocides; 1, 39; 2, 10.

Lysias: 3, 5; 2, 24; 12, 74; 12, 76; 12, 84; 13, 7;
19, 25. 19, 35; 23, 2.

b. Indicative retained.— .
Present—Antiphon: B 3, 3; 6, 27.
Lysias: 1,19; 7, 40; 27, 2; 6, 54; 22, 6.
Puture—Lysias: 13, 17; 13, 25.
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Imperfect (contemporaneous)—
Antiphon: 6, 23; 6, 38.
Andocides: 1,12; 1, 34; 1, 53.
Lysias; 12, 73; 18, 11; 19, 50.
Anabasis: 1,2, 1 ter.; 1,2,2; 2,1,2; 4,1, 12;

4,3,29; 6,5,22; 7, 8, 2.
¢. Subjunctive retained.—
Lysias: 1, 6; 13, 25; 13, 86; 13, 92; 30, 28.

The statistics are sufficient to show that the retention of the
Subjunctive with the relative is rare in the authors examined.
Lysias, 1, 6, (¢rw Stexsipyy date pryre lomely pyrs Aay ix’ dzzivy
81t dy 0éAy moecly) i8 & very unique example.

One theory of result clauses is that they look to the end con-
templated, and the vivid construction would be explained by
0. O. It is necessary, however, to consider that the time of the
relative sentence is general. The Infinitive upon which it de-
pends on account of the generality was not felt to be past, and
takes the primary sequence.

Lysias, 13, 25, depends upon a preceding Indicative retained,
and is regular.

Lysias, 13, 86, is O. R. It quotes the words of the legal
document.

In Lysias, 30, 28, the time of the relative clause is general.

Lysias, 13, 92, i8 perhaps the only clear case of the retention
of the Subjunctive for vividness. Itis thoroughly incorporated
in the subordinate clause and quotes the injunction.

§83. Final Clauses.

Final clauses are treated fully by Weber (Schanz’s Beitrige,
Heft. 5), and the statistics are taken from his treatment.

It is necessary to discriminate between Purpose clanses in O. O.
and those depending on simple declarative verbs. Even here
they allow Representation and may retain the Subjunctive.
This, however, is much rarer than we would be led to believe by
Moods and Tenses, §318 and §320. Weber's statistics quoted
in confirmation of §320 are quite misleading.
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Statistics for Final Clauses.

Antiphon (including Tetralogies).—
Optative, 6: 1,10; 5,43 ; 5,55; 6,13; 6,37 ; I'a, 2.
Subjunctive, 3; 1,33; AB,6; 4y, 2.

Andocides (including oration) 4.—
Optative,11: 1,39 ; 1,42 ; 1, 88; 1,137; 1, 141; 1,54;
3,35 38,39; 4,155 4,29; 1, 99.
Subjunctive, 7: 1, 12; 1, 40; 1, 86; 1, 113; 1, 133;
3,23; 3, 33.
Lysias (including orations 2, 6, 8, 13, 20).—
Optative, 26.
Subjunctive, 22: 1, 9; 1, 105 1, 11; 1, 12 bis; 1, 4;
2,9; 2,33; 6,11; 6,54; 12,7; 12,12;
12, 25; 16, 6; 16, 14; 28, 6; 30, 12;
31, 30; 32, 22; 33, 2; 34, 11; 31, 3.

Weber says in reference to the examples from Andocides
(Schanz’s Beitrige, Heft. 5, p. 140): ¢« Analysisen wir genauer
. 8o miissen wir bei 1, 86; 1, 113; 3, 23 Fortdauer der
Absicht in der Gegenwart annehmen.”

1, 40, properly belongs to O. R. 1, 121, followsan Historical
Present. 3, 33, and 1, 133 are in O. O.

In reference to Lysias, after discussing the change in 32, 22;
Weber says: “ An den iibrigen Stellen, echten wie unechten,
haben, wir an 8 Fortdauer der Absicht in der Gegenwart an-
zunehmen.”

We find that these are 2, 9; 6, 11: 6, 54; 16, 6; 16, 14;
30, 12; 31, 30; 33, 2. 28, 6, and (1, 12, Present Subjunctive)
are 0. R. 1,12; 12, 7 and 12, 12 are in O. O.

In Antiphon, 1,23 expresses purpose continued to the present.
A B, 61i8in O. O.

The remaining examples from-Antiphon present peculiarities
which may be felt. But, not to draw too nice a distinction, we
may consider it established that :—

1. A positive Purpose Clause taking its time from a definite
past action prefers the Optative.

2. When a Purpose Clause is ¢ferative (1, 9; 1,10) orin O. O.

b



